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Where a person has illegally seized personal property of another and converted it to his or her own use, the owner may bring 
an action for conversion or some other appropriate tort. However, seizure per se is not necessarily conversion because one 
may have a right to seize the property.” Where the person seizing the property has the right to do so, there is no conversion” 
even though the seizure may have been accomplished by force." Accordingly, one who is rightfully in possession of property, 


although the legal title to that property may belong to another, is not guilty of conversion.” The Restatement (Second) of Torts 
appears to be in accord in that it states that one who is entitled to the immediate possession of a chattel is not liable to another 


for dispossessing him or her of it. 


Observation: 


The possession of property by means of an illegal entry may constitute conversion even though the person is otherwise entitled 


to take possession of the property.’ 
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